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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office action is responsive to communication received 02/16/2005 - 
application papers filed; 08/24/2005 - IDS and Oath; 07/1 0/2006 - IDS. 

This application is a 371 of PCT/NO03/00277. filed 08/15/2003. 

Claims 1-4 are pending. 

Following is an action on the MERITS: 

Claim Objections 

Claims 1-4 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Throughout claims 1-4, the language "characterized in that" should be 
changed to -wherein--. Further, the language "metre" should be changed to 
-meter- to conform to the common viewed American spelling of this term. 

Specific to claim 1 , line 1 , "more specifically" should be deleted. In lines 3 
and 4, "possibly being" should be deleted. In line 11, "and/or" should be deleted. 
In line 12, "possible" should be deleted. Following these suggested changes, 
the claim should further reviewed for proper punctuation and grammar. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 
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Claims 1 and 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Kobayaslii ('518). Considering the claims as best as understood, Kobayashi 
shows a grip-weighted putter, wherein the mass of the club head represents 
about 64% of the total mass of the putter, including the head, shaft and grip. See 
the discussion in columns 5 and 6, in toto. Kobayashi recognizes the effect and 
benefits of increasing the mass moment of inertia through addition of additional 
weight at the grip end. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Alzano ('687). Specific to claims 1 and 2, Alzano differs from the claimed 
invention in that Alzano does not detail the specific numerical requirements for 
the mass moment of Inertia. Note, Alzano does indicate that a counterbalance 
weight is used in the upper shaft portion. See Figure 5. Moreover, Alzano 
indicates that the value selected for the weight of the counterbalance ultimately 
depends upon the weight of the club head itself and the desired perfonnance 
characteristics and/or the trajectory to be imparted to a ball. See col. 3, lines 29- 
33. in view of the teachings provided in Alzano, it would have been obvious to 
modify the device in Alzano by adjusting the mass moment of inertia, the 
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motivation being to tailor the club head and shaft weight depending upon the 
individual performance needs of a golfer. Regarding the remaining limitations in 
the claims and as to claim 3, note elastic material (29). 

Claims 1, 2 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Getts ('378) in view of Alzano C687). Getts shows the 
invention substantially as claimed and includes a displaceable weight mounted 
on the exterior of the shaft, as required by claim 4. Getts, however, does not 
detail the specific numerical requirements for the mass moment of inertia. The 
teaching reference to Alzano indicates that a counterbalance weight is used in 
the upper shaft portion (Figure 5). Moreover, Alzano indicates that the value 
selected for the weight of the counterbalance ultimately depends upon the weight 
of the club head itself and the desired performance characteristics and/or the 
trajectory to be imparted to a ball. See col. 3, lines 29-33. In view of the 
teachings provided in Alzano, it would have been obvious to modify the device in 
Getts by adjusting the mass of the counterbalance weight in order to adjust the 
mass moment of inertia, the motivation being to tailor the club head and shaft 
weight depending upon the individual performance needs of a golfer. 

Further References of Interest 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Jernigan shows a cylindrical head and shaft arrangement. 
Note resilient material (35a) in Long. Kinoshita details mass moment of inertia. 
Kleinfelter shows a cylindrical head and shaft arrangement. Piszel shows a 
cylindrical head, of interest. Observe element (19) in Csernits. The patent to 



Application/Control Number: 10/524,611 
Art Unit: 3711 



Page 5 



Grieb shows a cylindrical head. See the shaft connection in Schooler. In 
Hannon, a counterweight is used to adjust the moment of inertia of the putter. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Sebastiano PassanitI whose telephone 
number is 571-272-4413. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday 
through Friday (6:30AM - 3:00PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 

examiner's supervisor, Eugene L. Kim can be reached on 571-272-4463. The 

fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 

assigned Is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Infomiation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infomriation 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated infomnatlon system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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March 4, 2007 




Primary Examiner 



